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John:
This is Thursday, March 27th, 1986.
This is John Hennen.
I'm in the off ice of Dr. Greg Terry in the WV Building in
Huntington.
We' re doing an interview with the Oral History of
Appalachia's history of Marshall University project.
This
interview will deal specifically with student politics at Marshall
from 1965 to '69, during which time Greg Terry was quite active in
student government, and the debate over student protests and
recognition for the Students for a Democratic Sbciety at Marshall.
Greg, first, we'll get a little background, basic biographical
data. Where and when were you born?
Greg:

I was born in Huntington in October of 1947, October 20th.

John:

And attended local schools?

Greg:
Local schools, mmm-hmm . Miller Elementary school for six
years, followed by Cammack Junior High for three more, and then
Huntington High School before attending Marshall in 1965 to '69.
John:
Okay, then you graduated from Huntington High School in
1965?
(right)
Okay.
Uh, do you have any brothers and sisters?
A little bit of family background.
Greg: Yes, I have one sister; she's about 6 1/2 years younger than
I am.
She went through the same track of Miller, Cammack,
Huntington High and Marshall, and graduated with a degree in
education.
She currently teaches at Milton High School, and was
just selected by the Jaycees as 'Teacher of the Year', so she's uh,
done real well. We're real proud of her.
John: Now, did you get involved in student government activity or
student administration affairs in high school? Is this a life-long
interest?
Greg:
In high school, yes, I had a couple of current affairs
classes, there was American History in the 11th grade, and then a
special class, which was called something life current events, or
current affairs, in 12th grade.
That was in a presidential
election year, 1964, Johnson-Goldwater candidacies, and had a very
fine teacher in both the 11th grade history, 12th grade current
affairs, Marjorie Sovine.
She was more elderly lady, I guess;
lovely lady who stimulated our whole class. It was a very exciting
class that particular year. And uh, I was involved in what did you
call it back high school? uh, student council, I guess.
(mmm-hmm)
And during my senior year was the chairman of one of the two
student political parties at Huntington High School And we were
responsible for trying to encourage and motivate the student body
to join one of the two parties.
And as the chairman of the one
party, which was called the student advancement movement, we were
the minority party and hadn't won an election for several years.
And that's what rally got me involved with them; wanted to try to
see if we could re-establish a two - party system. And we were able
that year to run a candidate who had no name recognition at all,
and to win the election through a lot of circumstances, that were
kind of unusual, but it was really a fun thing.
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John:

Who was your candidate?

Greg:
His name is Mike Mossburg, at Huntington High School.
It
would have been his 11th grade year, and our 12th grade year.
If
I recall . right, he rode the school bus, was not involved in
athletics or any of the kind typical clubs that tend to be the
route to student body presidency. But (mmm-hmm), (grass roots), he
really was, very much so.
John: Uh, okay, so, you enrolled at Marshall in 1965, and at that
time, Dr. _ Stuart Smith was president of the university.

c. <..r ..:.e{...J -:v-;..• ~- _j

Greg:
That's right.
His daughter Margaret had been involved in
both the American history class and the current affairs class that
I talked about earlier at Huntington High School, with me, so I'd
know Margaret.
She went off to Wittenberg College over in Ohio.
John:
Now you had, alluded in a pre-interview that we did last
week, you had considerable contact with Dr. Smith. I guess he was
there your first two years at Marshall?
Greg:
You'd have to correct me, I'm not sure the date of his
retirement; I think '67's right.
It might have been '68, but I'm
not that certain of that.
I wouldn't want to overstate it when I
say considerable; he was ... I suppose the fact that I'd known his
daughter, Margaret, back in high school gave me an initial entre'
just to know him. It's not like we had lunch together, or anything
like that . It wasn't that there was a warm friendship. We simply
knew one another and early at Marshall I'd got involved with
student government my first semester there.
I got involved, was
involved in the student senate, and therefore there'd be times
where administration and student senate would have to communicate,
and the contact was established early on in my time at Marshall
maintained for the couple of years that Dr. Smith was president.
John:

Did you find him accessible and easy to deal with?

Greg: He was very accessible. His office was open, and you could
always go in, speak to his secretary, you know, ask for an
appointment and if he couldn't see you at that time, he would
always make an effort to have him see you, you know, as soon as
possible.
That was not like on a weekly basis that I would do
that.
Maybe every month or two.
But he was always accessible,
very warm and gracious.
John: Okay, before we go on with the body of the interview, I do
want to get on record at least your, the progression of your
education and your career since then.
You graduated Marshall in
1969?
(that's right) And from there ...
Greg:
At that point I (with a degree in what?) a degree in
history, a degree in history. At that point, I went to St. Andrews
University in St. Andrews Scotland, to study geology, to do
theological graduate study, and after a month or so there realized
that probably St. Andrews was not the best place to prepare for
pastoral ministry in the United States.
And even though I had a
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scholarship for my 2nd year of graduate study as a rotary
foundation graduate fellow at the Hebrew University of Jerusleum in
Isarel, I had originally intended to go to St. Andrews for a year,
to go to Isarel for a year, and to come back and complete a degree,
theological degree, in St. Andrews and return to the United States
for what I anticipated to be pastoral ministry.
After realizing
that St. Andrews wasn't the place to go back now and do a doctoral
degree, for instance, I then just decided to audit those courses
that I took at St. Andrews.
I did that for two academic terms.
They were on more of a trimester system. The 3rd term I traveled
some in Europe on a Eurorail pass, basically just beating around.
And then spent a month in Switzerland with a theologian named
Francis Shaffer, who had a place called the La Brie Fellowship in
Switzerland, and I'd read some of his work and he'd been very
influential in my life. And I was able to spend a month studying
there with him.
I returned briefly to the United States for the
summer in between the year in St. Andrews and the year in Isarel,
and then left in July of 1970 for that year of study in Jeruseleum,
returning in '71, married in '71, a Marshall graduate, one year
behind me.
She had graduated in 1970, Jeannie Adkins, Adkins was
her maiden name. She liked me, had gone to Huntington High School
and Cammack and actually lived around the street from me, so she
was sort of the girl next door. And we were married after the year
in Isarel. We left together and went to Boston, north of Boston,
on North Shore, and studied at _ _ _ _ _ _ Theological Seminary.
Finished the degree there in 1975, a master of divinity degree,
completed that, and came to take an associate pastorate position at
the 1st Baptist Church of South Charleston, West Virginia. And we
were there for about 2 years, briefly owned a bookstore, called the
Pilgrim's Progress in Charleston.
And then moved back to
Huntington, would have been in 19, late 77, early '78, to work with
a group of people who had home Bible study called Ecclesia
Christian Fellowship.
It's non-denominational inter-denomination
Christian fellowship.
We went the YWCA for worship on Sunday
morning and have home Bible studies that meet through the week in
different people's homes.
It has a relational and biblical
emphasis.
That is, it's strongly related to scriptures, but it
also strongly encourages the building and establishing of nurturing
relationships. I developed a counseling ministry which in the last
few years, I've done a doctoral degree at Reform Theological
Seminary in Jackson, Mississippi, with its emphasis on pastoral
counseling.
And did the dissertation on depression.
And that
pretty much brings us up to date, I think.
John:

What do you call your service, just ...

Greg: There really ... this is just the church office, as well as
my own personal office. The church basically covers the overhead
for it, and uh then as well as people who come for help, will often
make contributions to help defray that overhead expense, as well.
John:
During the, I know there were basically two I guess,
attempts by the Students for Democratic Society at recognition
during your time at Marshall. I do want to talk a little bit about
the first one (mmm-hmm), but since you mentioned your theological
background, I was wondering, particularly in 1969, there was one
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strong element
of Church of Christ ministry, that adamantly
opposed to SDS recognition and Dr. Aptheker controversy. Did you
have any contacts at all with those folks? Paul Warren and Dewey
Parr, and several others?
Greg: I personally did not. I don't think I ever spoke to either
of those men.
I do not recall the debate, and in our preinterviews you had brought up, it was a debate bf Campus Christian
Center with Paul Warren, and again I don't recall Mel Miller, who
was a political science professor, was involved in that, and there
was a third party who I really don't recall .... asking any questions
from the floor, but more or less observing from the balcony, and
feeling a sense of frustration.
I felt that more heat than light
was generated on that particular occasion.
And if anything, it
tended to fan the flames of misunderstanding, rather than having
any kind of healing influence at the time.
John:
Was there any particular slant from the audience, pro or
anti? I think the debate question was something pretty vague-like,
just so general, you know, should the SDS or should it not be
recognized in this case.
Greg:

That's probably right.

John: What ... what about the audience's response, I know you said
several people made speeches. Was there a hostility there between
the two sides? And ...
Greg:
Again I'm drawing on a very vague recollection here (mmmhmm), I'm not speaking with any kind of precision. I have a sense
that there was a hostility present. I know that the chapel as you
mentioned earlier, was filled on that day.
That is ... that does
coincide with my remembrance.
(mmm-hmm)
Uh, I recollect more
community presence that student presence.
I don't remember this
day as a time when there were just a large turnout of students to
be involved in this.
I would tend to think as many issues at
Marshall that apathy was more characteristic of the student
attitude than real concern.
But I think there'd been enough
interest generated in the newspapers that a sizeable turnout of
people from the community was present. And that tended to be uh,
when I use the word reactionary, I don't mean that in a precise,
political threat to the well-being of the community, and the
university.
And so, you know, there was I think a good bit of
hostility present that day.
John: Mmm-hmm. Now, I know it's jumping around, but there's a lot
of material here. (that's fine) Now you were elected president of
your freshman class, 1965, and during that first year, I assume
that's when the SDS first made an appearance on the Marshall
campus.
I don't know of it appearing any earlier than that. And
or tentative appearance, I should say.
And you did introduce a
resolution in the student senate, opposing recognition. What was
your grounds for opposition? What kind of uh, what sort of threat
or danger, whatever, did you feel the SDS posed at that time?
Right.

I can't,

John,

to

be honest with you,

I

can't
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recall exactly how it all came up in the first place.
I don't
remember who the first person was to bring it up, I don't remember
whether Danny Stewart had come, I really don't remember how it all
happened.
I do remember that there were a couple of other people
in the student senate, one of whom you may or may not have
interviewed, Dick Smith, who was the president of the sophomore
class.
He's an insurance sales person in Huntington, now, I
believe Connecticut Mutual, with an office here in the Frederick
Building, right down the street. And Dick was a fraternity brother
of mine, in Sigma Phi Epsilon fraternity (mmm-hmm), and Dick was a
uh, if I recall correctly, was a ... he'd gone through boot camp and
I believe had actually, I don't believe he was in ROTC, but I know
that he was ... there was some connection with him and the Marines.
Whether he'd done a two-year stint or not, I'm not exactly sure.
I recall him being very energetic in this particular issue. And at
that time, frankly, I think I was probably in many ways politically
naive; it doesn't mean that I've changed necessarily my opinion,
but maybe some of the reasonings why I would have upheld it.
At
that time I probably saw SDS to be a threat philosophically. Okay.
Now, by 1969, when this issue came up, again I think that it was
more a question of methodology than it was a philosophy. That is,
in 1969 I remember very clearly that my concern was simple that
Students for a Democratic Society would abstain from violence, as
a stated means for effective change.
And I remember standing
before the student senate on an evening when it was absolutely a
foregone conclusion that SDS be granted recognition. And stating,
and there's a pretty large audience of non-students senate people
there that evening, including some faculty people.
I remember
stating that I would be the first one to endorse and recognized
their presence at Marshall, and give them full access to facilities
and other privileges that any other club or organization would
enjoy, if they would simply state publically and on the record
that they uh, would resist utilizing any kind of force or violence
as a means for effective change. And I was willing to extend that
to any other club or organization at Marshall, as well. And they
were unwilling to do it, and I think what really turned the tide at
that particular occasion, was that one of their, one young I
believe, he might have been a freshman even, but a fellow who's
identified with Students for Democratic Society, at that point,
stood to his feet, and began to shout you know, against what I was
basically saying, and then charged the stage, and the Sergeant at
Arms, who was Richie Rogers, now the president or the Mayor of
South Charleston, he was captain of the football team that year,
tackled the fellow before he got to the stage. And it was rather
dramatic. And I remember vividly as soon as the fellow was removed
from the premises, saying, "I rest my case." I didn't say another
word, just sat down, a vote was taken, and I believe narrowly the
resolution passed (14 to 13).
I can honestly say to you, when I
went in there that evening, I knew from having taken a poll
beforehand that it was going to be soundly defeated.
But I
believe in principle of what we're doing enough that I was willing
to go ahead and at least have it on the record and let people vote
for the record. And even fraternity brothers of mine who were in
the senate at the time were going to vote against the resolution
that I was bringing. Which under normal circumstances, there tend
to be such fraternal and so forth, loyalties that seldom would uh,
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would you have people voting against each other on these kinds of
issues.
John:

So that stage rushing incident you think, turned the tide?

Greg:
[Inaudible] ... it was unfortunate, too, in a sense, that
most of the guys that were there with Students for Democratic
Society really would not have ... would not have been representative
of their feelings,. and I believe they sort of suffered as a result
of that.
John:
Yeah, the uh, I'm quoting from a Parthenon editorial here
about that meeting.
It mentions, it didn't mention that specific
incident although it did mention a real, a couple real vocal
episodes from the SDS members, and basically criticized both sides
in the reso ... over the resolution.
The SDS were jeering in the
meeting, and the senate for conducting what the Parthenon saw as a
trial, I guess, witch-hunters.
This is a quote from the, and
you've partly answered this already, but I want to elaborate a
little bit.
It says, 11 Terry spent his time feeding the group
emotional scare propaganda about SDS activities and other campuses,
while admitting that the local chapter showed none of these
tendencies, and believe that recognition would not be for the
welfare of the group. 11
Uh, did you feel that this was a stance
that was fairly representative, your stance of the student body?
I know you felt the resolution wasn't gonna pass, but how about the
rest of the student body?
Greg:
I'm not sure that I had a real reading on that, John, and
I'm not even sure that I was speaking at that point as a
representative. At that time, in student government elections is
probably as the case now.
It's such a small fraction of the
student population voted, that it's not as though anyone who was in
those positions represented the larger student body in any
significant way. A lot .... in-house kind of activity, at that time
largely was in the fraternity-sorority system. There would be few
exceptions but most people involved in student government came out
of that sort of ... [inaudible]. This particular action on my part
was really taken I think, from personal sentiment than it was as
particularly a representative ... I'm not sure I have a sense of how
the student body as a whole would have felt (mmmm-hmm).
My guess
if ... is if a referendum were taken at that time, probably
recognition would have been granted.
If it were simply an up or
down vote of the student population.
John:
I was intrigued reading that story to notice that the
meeting was held at nighttime.
I wonder now if you held it, if
even the student senate would come out for a nighttime meeting.
Greg:
Actually our student senate meetings were always evening
meetings.
John:
I noticed a
nighttime then, too.

lot of the organizations held meetings at
And that's ...

Is that the case now?

8

John: More in the afternoons, when they're sure people are gonna
be on campus. But that's not too important. Now, to put this in
a historical perspective, that was the time, the late '60's, that
the SDS had been ... [inaudible] ... involved in violent activities on
other campuses, sort of breaking away from the philosophical
nature.
And getting involved.
This was about the time the
weatherman split came, I think.
(yes)
Is that what your
reservations were ... ?
Greg:
Yes, I can't recall the specifics but there had been
instances of student violence on other campuses, and SDS at least
if not directly involved, had not oh, what's the word, disclaimed
either participation or encouragement or identification with, or
sympathy with the group that had you know, perpetrated the
violence.
(mmm-hmm)
And I honestly don't recall the specific
speech in terms of scare tactics and so forth.
I know that on a
conscious level I would not have been trying to utilize scare
tactics except to say you know, it's happened here, and I don't
want to come back and see that it's happened at Marshall to the
extent that was scare tactics;
it's probably an accurate
description.
But that was my concern.
And I really was very
willing at that time for every student organization to have to, to
uh, declare their methodologies, either violent or non-violent.
(mmm-hmm)
John:

And they, the SDS refused to do that?

Greg: They refused to do that. But I remember at that particular
meeting that evening, stating, in fact, asking I believe it was
David Casper who was standing there, said, David, if you will right
now, simply as the head of Students for a Democratic Society,
renounce violence as the means, as a legitimate means for effecting
change, you know, at Marshall, I will step down, withdraw this
resolution immediately.
And he wouldn't do it.
Not that he
intended to perpetrate violence, I have no, no particular feeling
that he did, but there's a refusal to do that, and I always
wondered really whether
that was to keep the issue sort of
boiling, because in many ways it served SDS's purposes to keep the
issue going.
And in many ways,
what
I was doing was
counterproductive,
the very purpose probably that
I
had.
[inaudible] ... if I'd said nothing in the beginning and let them
simply have recognition.
John:
Yeah, there was considerable not only Parthenon coverage,
but Huntington coverage, Huntington newspaper coverage (right), of
these events.
Which leads me up to another series of questions.
Eventually, the recognition, the SDS was recognized by President
Nelson. His stance was later endorsed by the American Association
of University Professors, not only on the SDS issue, but also the
Aptheker affair, I think. But I've gone through some of his papers
in the WV collection, and the mail that was running, I'd say a
conservative estimate 10 to 1 against recognition. And there was
considerable community (mmm-hmm) , pressure. Purely speculation but
when someone in the nature of Dr. Smith undergone that kind of
pressure, what do you think might have happened if Smith had been
there instead of Nelson during these events?
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Greg:
Now, would he have withstood the, would he have yielded to
community pressure?
John: Would he have yielded or would he have come under that kind
of pressure in the first place, do you think?
Greg:
I tend to think that the historical pressure's made the
pressure itself inevitable.
I think that the pressure would have f;~ '-va.i .,
come not matter who was sitting there.
(mmm-hmm) How Stuart Smith ·
would have responded to it, I'm not sure.
He was, I believe a
diplomat par excellence. Here's a man of great integrity, but he
also had a way for compromise. And I tend to think that he would
have probably come down with the same essential position that Dr.
Nelson did.
I have a hard time seeing Dr. Smith caving in ...
END OF SIDE 1
John:

Okay.

Greg:
I think he would have seen it as representative of a very
vocal segment of the community, but not necessarily representative
and not necessarily right. And I think ultimately, that would have
been maybe his, his judgement .
John:
One letter I saw to, to Dr. Nelson from Reverend Warren, I
forgot, I think he was Highlawn Church of Christ, I'm not really
sure.
Greg:
I doubt that Paul Warren was Church of Christ.
Jefferson Avenue Baptist Church.
John:

You're right, you're right.

He was

I'm corrected; that's right.

Greg: Uh, this letter from Dewey Parr, I'm not sure even if it was
a letter of comment to the newspaper that he said he just didn't
think Dr. Nelson understood Huntington. What'd he mean by that?
John: Gee, [laughing], I haven't a clue. I've never met the man.
(Dr. Nelson or Dr. Parr?). Dr. Parr, Dewey Parr (yeah).
I don't
even recall him.
I think if I were shown, I think I would
recognize a picture of Paul Warren, but I don't recall ever seeing
Dewey Parr.
I can speculate and guess that what he's saying is
that his position represented the Huntington community obviously
better than Dr. Nelson's did, and Dr. Nelson was caving in to
student pressure and perhaps too, what he might have called a
liberal [inaudible]. But uh, I think we all tend to universalize
our own position and see it as being the you know, the wisdom of
the ages.
And uh, you know, he was probably as vulnerable as
anyone.
John:
I wonder if, if not, again this is probably projecting on
the community something that I perceived, but uh, given Nelson's
position at Marshall at a particularly dynamic time like this, and
he coming to WV without any background, was he seen as an outsider?
Do you think? Or was it just from the particular segment of the
community?
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Greg:

How long was Nelson president of Marshall?

John:

I think just about 2 years.

Greg:

And he left here and went to .. ,.

John:

North Carolina, somewhere in North Carolina, I believe.

A little over 2 years.

Greg: My junior year, which would have been the year I presume he
came, that would have been '67, '68, as I recall, I was not in the
student senate that year.
I was the homecoming coordinator, I
believe, in 1968, but had relatively little interaction with the
administration of the university during the year that would have
been Nelson's first.
And frankly, in my ... now I take that back.
As I think we've got the chronology wrong here.
In fact, I'm
almost sure we do.
Because I think that Nelson must have become
president in '68, '69, he would have been there for one year that
I was there.
So he was there from '68 to '70, I guess.
Greg:
That's probably true.
So, he would have been there my
senior year.
The reason I remember that is because I was a
candidate in my junior year, the later part of my junior year, for
student government president, or student body president.
And
there's a controversial election and there's a real wild situation,
it had nothing to do with Students for a Democratic Society. That
would take a whole 'nother interview to get into.
John:

We can do one later, if you'd like.

Greg: Well, possibly. In that particular situation, Dr. Smith was
president at Marshall, and uh, because I recall a letter that I'd
addressed to him after the election and that would have been spring
of 1968. The point being, that Dr. Nelson would have come sometime
summer of '68, fall of '69, and would have been there my last year.
Now, it's true that I wasn't in student senate at that time, and
that I believe is by virtue of having been a candidate for I
believe it was for being a candidate for the presidency of the
student body.
It seems like the constitution at the time allowed
you then to be a student senator the next year.
There's a vague
recollection that Jane Clay, the gal who defeated me for that
particular office, may well have appointed me to a vacancy that
took place.
But at any rate, my senior year was more or less a
disengagement for me, from student government activities. And the
attention that I received for the SDS situation that year probably
was disproportionate to my real activity in student government.
It's probably the one issue in that whole year that I had any kind
of significant public attention (mmm - hmm), so point being again
that my relationship with Dr. Nelson was pretty remote, and uh,
probably I have a vague recollection again of sitting down with him
in the student union, about this issue at on time, when there was
a lot of discussion going on about it, but that was over a coke.
It was not any kind of formal discussion. And uh, the question I
know was, and I've given a round-about way of answering it, you
know, how would Nelson's being an outsider affect things, and uh,
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I think Huntington does tend to be ... I don't know.
I started to say Huntington can tend to be fairly provincial, but
then you have Dr. Nitzschke, who's come in uh, as president now and
at least in my estimation, received a good welcome from the
community, and a good bit of support. I'm not so sure that I might
not have been a personality conflict as ... it was just hard to tell.
I'm not sure.
I don't have a good feel for that.
John: The uh, I know we're starting to get pressed for time, I've
just got a couple more questions.
(that's fine)
During this
period, of course, this was a ... a passionate time, catalyzed I
guess, by the anti-war movement, and the various debates. But the
level and the passion of the debate seemed really high, including
students, staff, faculty and townspeople.
Uh, what would have
caused you think, to generate such a controversy on a college
campus today, to generate that sort of level of _ __ _ __ for a
better word, or debate, would it take another crisis like Vietnam
to do it, to generate that kind of passion?
Greg:
I mean, you're asking a huge question there.
That's the
kind of question that doesn't limit itself to a very quick answer,
and I think it's a very profound question.
Uh, a simple answer
could be yes, that given a sufficiently volatile issue, that kind
don't believe that at Marshall the concern for this issue was all
that great anyway.
I think that perhaps the press attention that
it received demonstrated that it got more attention than many other
issues.
But for the most part, the student body went about its
daily affairs and attended classes and graduated without undue
concern for all of this.
It was in a sense a uh, a tempest in a
teapot.
Not that the issues weren't critically important, and
weren't receiving vigorous debate around the country.
But at
Marshall it was not as though the campus was in some kind of
turmoil and people rushing president's office and taking over, that
kind of thing.
It was a very modest kind of thing.
It's kind of
remarkable.
It wasn't until the spring of 1969, that there was
this sort of renewed effort by SDS to even have recognition at
Marshall.
It tends to show how passive things were here.
And I
think even into the '70's that didn't change dramatically.
Al though, there was, I think it probably escalated one or two
decibels, but I don't believe it ever was anything like in uh, many
other college campuses around the country.
John:
So, between the 1965 effort, and then '69, the SDS didn't
make any other attempts at recognition?
To my knowledge, no.
John: Yeah, I haven't seen anything.
(No, I'm not aware of that
either). Okay, there were a few specific actions that the SDS took
that I wanted to mention and see, see if they made any impact on
you.
One would have been their newspaper, The Free Forum, uh,
another was when crosses were placed on the campus, were you there?
That might have been 1970.
(I don't recall that). Yeah.
Greg:

I vaguely remember The Free Forum.
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John:
And they initiated a small protest when DOW Chemical was
recruiting on the campus. I wondered if actions, if these actions
did anything to help their cause, in your estimation, or did they
further alienate people, perhaps?
(mmm-hmm)
Particularly, The
Free Forum I'm interested in.
Because I'm interested in the
underground publications.
(yes)
Greg: Uh ... I think The Free Forum would have helped their cause.
At least in the sense that it got out their message to a broader
audience, that perhaps wouldn't have heard it otherwise. It would
have been a double-edged sword, that would have attracted a certain
element of people simply because it was underground, there was a
certain intrigue and mystique associated with it.
It would have
also repelled a certain caliber of person, for exactly the same
reason as it was revolutionary, it was uh, being done by a group of
misfits, or people who couldn't be content with whatever was normal
in society.
So I think there were groups of people who would
gravitate toward it, a group of people who would have been
hostile toward it uh, but if you can just sort of let those two
groups lay them aside, as sort of a wash, uh, I think the average
person probably would have uh, been more attracted than to SDS just
In terms of being able to say, "Here's what they're all about, they
are
harmless
enough,
they' re
not ... they' re
not
in
these
publications, advocating violence as is feared by other people,
Senator Terry and whoever else." And indeed that was my point all
along.
I mean, they never did.
I had no qualms with it, and was
really very happy for them to have recognition.
John: Once, it seems like once they was recognized, you mentioned
earlier something that really intrigued me. Perhaps it served the
purposes of the SDS, to keep the recognition battle before the
public and uh, and to encourage events like happened in the student
center that day, once they were recognized, it seemed almost like
they sort of faded all away. Do you ever see, well, like I said,
there's only a few SDS people left around town, I think.
I don't
know.
Greg:
Really, John, I think that the editor of the Parthenon at
the time of my freshman year was Dave Peyton, who's now I'm not
sure what's his exact position with the Huntington newspaper uh,
but I remember being in the office for some purpose, though, a
number of years back, and I made a point to stop by his desk and
say hello, and just remind him who I was, and he of course, was
there during my freshman year, a time when I was you know, I'm sure
not saying that I matured vastly in those four years, but I think
that uh, that I was probably even more naive in my freshman year
than my senior year.
And uh, made a point to chat with him some
about that time. And it was an interesting time. Again, I don't
know whether you interviewed Dave Peyton or not, but he would make
probably a good interview for that early period at least.
John: I know that during that first period there was a resolution
on I think it was the homecoming queen ballots, a resolution for
against America's policy in Vietnam. Do you remember that?
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Greg:

I don't.

How did that come out, do you ... ?

John:
It was soundly ... (endorsed?) ... endorsing U.S.
policy in
Vietnam. Of course, that's still relatively early, too.
Greg:
Yeah, I was gonna say, in '65 the Marshall, when this was
brought up, the tone of the senate in 1965 was just an enthusiastic
I mean, this resolution breezed through that senate, and uh, you
know, I remember Danny Stewart making you know, a somewhat eloquent
plea of the student senate to uh, you know, to understand what the
SDS was, and participatory democracy and the uh, mmmh, what was it
called .. the Port Huron Statement (un-huh), of SDS, and uh, but it
was really, it fell on deaf ears at that time.
John:

This was in '65?

Greg:
Sixty-five.
And about '69 again uh, you had, you had a
shift of uh, of feeling.
And like I said before, if this fellow
had not rushed the stage, I have absolutely no doubt that that
resolution would have been defeated by an equally large vote.
(mmh) So it's a, there was a certain definite shift in those four
years.
John:

That's fine.

Greg:

Great, yeah.

END OF INTERVIEW

